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In his recent book 'Learning to Die in the Anthropocene. Reflections on the End of
Civilization ' Roy Scranton (2015) concludes with the observation 'we [humans] can practice and cultivate understanding the intimate, necessary connection of all things to each other ' (p. 117 ). This reflection speaks to a systemic sensibility that is available to all humans, but which unfortunately seems absent in the understandings and actions of many ( Figure 1 ). The extent of this absence and the degree to which it is cultural is an open question. The good news, based on over 40 years of experience in offering systems education at The Open University (UK), is that despite our culture and institutions (norms, or rules of the 'human game') a certain percentage of us retain a systemic sensibility -something which we may have been born with, or which developed in childhood. What is missing, however, are the contexts for a systemic sensibility to flourish, to be recovered and/or fostered. Investment in building systems literacy and then system thinking in practice capability (Figure 1 ) is missing in education as well as organisational life. The shift from sensibility to capability is needed if purposeful action is to be pursued with some prospect of altering the current and anticipated human condition, our co-evolutionary trajectory with the biophysical world, with other species and with each other. This is the challenge of 'Governing in the Anthropocene' which, as a profoundly existential crisis, is also the greatest challenge for systems thinking in practice, or those who would argue that part of the trajectory altering action is greater investment in thinking and acting systemically. As Ison (2010) argued: 'the acceptance that humans are changing the climate of the earth is the most compelling, amongst a long litany of reasons, as to why we have to change our ways of thinking and acting. Few now question that we have to be capable of adapting quickly as new and uncertain circumstances emerge and that this capability will need to exist at the personal, group, community, regional, national and international levels all at the same time.' (p. 3).
At this important historical moment when consciousness of the predicament we humans are in is at last gaining traction, there is a need to appreciate what we can learn from our past that will be helpful as well as to understand what needs to be abandoned because it is now irrelevant. Because the phenomenon of human-induced climate change is new to human history it follows that many past and current ways of thinking and acting are unlikely to be helpful. Scranton (2015 p. 27) points to a clear choice: 'We can continue acting as if tomorrow will be just like yesterday, growing less and less prepared for each new disaster as it comes, and more and more desperately invested in a life we can't sustain. Or we can learn to see each day as the death of what became before, freeing ourselves to deal with whatever problems the present offers without attachment or fear'. This special issue is premised on a conviction that development of our capabilities to think and act systemically is an urgent priority: 'Systems thinking and practice are not new but individually and socially our capability to use and do it is very limited. Unfortunately these are not abilities developed universally through schooling or at University. In the latter, the rise of specialised subject matter disciplines, the focus on science and technology at the expense of praxis (theory informed practical action), and reductionist research approaches have driven the intellectual and practical field of Systems , a form of trans-disciplinary or 'meta' thinking, from the curriculum.' (Ison 2010 p.4) .
The prevailing paradigm in the governance of the relationship between humans and the biophysical world is characterised by commitments to scientism and linear, causal and dualistic thinking. Currently governance, if understood as enacting cyber-systemic processes that maintain the quality of relationships between humans and the biosphere, can be seen to be failing on many fronts. The Anthropocene has emerged as a conceptual framing for this issue, but to date little cyber-systemic understanding and praxis has meaningfully informed the unfolding discourse. Similar framings and arguments are mounted by Pope Francis in his Encyclical Letter, 'Laudato si' 'On care for our common home' (The Holy See 2015).
As noted by the Working Group on the 'Anthropocene' human impacts on the Earth include changes in:
• "erosion and sediment transport associated with a variety of anthropogenic processes, including colonisation, agriculture, urbanisation and global warming;
• the chemical composition of the atmosphere, oceans and soils, with significant anthropogenic perturbations of the cycles of elements such as carbon, nitrogen, phosphorus and various metals;
• environmental conditions generated by these perturbations [including] global warming, ocean acidification and spreading oceanic 'dead zones';
• the biosphere both on land and in the sea, as a result of habitat loss, predation, species In Martin Bunch's paper, Ecosystem Approaches to Health and Well-being, the principles he elucidates and the examples given demonstrate very clearly how community health and wellbeing can be supported and improved by the use of systems practice and approaches. The ecohealth approach, which links population or community health and wellbeing with the environment and sustainable development, is based on the understanding that health outcomes emerge from interrelationships within socio-ecological systems. Bunch provides three case studies which are exceptionally varied in location, community and content.
Research papers
The first two papers explicitly adopt a framing for governing that involves an evolving dynamic between the social and biophysical domains, something that is missing from most current governance institutions and the practices of those concerned with governing. Together these two papers highlight the importance of systemic framings of situations, the coupled, co- Ariyadasa. The three case studies described here show how educating children in environmental good practice will help them to protect their environment in the future.
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Final Reflections
Engaging with the concept and consequences of the Anthropocene brings to the forefront the challenge of how we humans govern ourselves i.e., how we respond to and act in relation to the biophysical world, other species and amongst ourselves. Discourses, practices and institutional innovations associated with cybernetic and systems thinking and practice remain sublimated in our governance arrangements (as the Limits to Growth experience testifiessee Meadows et al 1972) but an historical moment may be upon us to explore and, where relevant, strengthen the ways of thinking, acting and governing that cybersystemics offers?
There is significant institutional fragmentation within the cybersystemics field and since the Importantly these discourses are refuting the classic model of sustainable development, of three integrated pillars -economic, social and environmental -that has served nations and the UN for over several decades. Distressingly understandings of cybersystemics within these initiatives, where they exist, seem weak or inadequate. This is a situation that needs to change -this volume is one contribution in that process.
